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But, Ananda Razu, in his letter to Mcicras,22 gave an entirely differem
account. According to him, the Coijno. uiid hi~nself look a jomr offensiv c
against the French at Chandurthi on Dec 7,1758 and after 3-fcour tense war,
the French fled helter-skelter. There were 500 casualties on Uie French side
and 400 on Rajah*s side. They marched jointly to Rajahrauadry on ihp
following day itself and the French fled to Masulipatam. Colonel crossed the
river to pursue them while the Rajah took the Fort under his control. From
the other side, Colonel sent some Arabs to keep in his service, but he turned
them out. The gate keeper did not allow them in without his permission.
Colonel was displeased with this affair and demanded the Rajah ic deliver tf ie
Subedar (the Head of his personal guards) ttpto him, who stopped the Arabs.
The Rajah did not comply with his request and a*ked the Colonel to forgivs
him (the Subedar) for his (Rajah'sJ sake, Colonel, on the contrary, arrested
his Hircars (message carriers or spies).
On the next morning, when the Colonel recrossed the nver, the Rajah
thinkng that it might not be advisable to stay there as the circumstances might
warrant a fight, retired to Woomekky, a hilly place under Totapalh Manyam,
with a design to go away to Vizianagaram.
But, this reason does not sound true as Col. Forde might not stoop so
low as to quarrel on such a petty issue with his ally who was the most powerful
chief in those parts.
In the latter half of the letter, the Rajah expressed his grievance that
the Fort was still in the hands of the English and that he could not collect the
monthly expenses of Rs. 56,000 for the troops unless he occupied it. He also
complained the unfriendly behaviour of Col. Forde to Chve at Bengal and
said that Col. Forde sent guards to all ports including those belonging to the
Nizam and, thus, broke the original agreement between them.23
Another reason for their differences might be due to the fact that the
Rajah was not interested in subjugation of other countries beyond Rajahmun-
dry to its south at his cost and so he was not prepared to take pains in assisting
the English in expelling the French from the Sarkars of Ellore, Musta-
phanagar and Murtuzanagar. Even if they could occupy these areas, the
Rajah thought that he might not retain them for long without getting the
approval of the Nizain.24
22  Records of Fort SL George: Country Correspondence (Mil. Dept) Vol. 7A, pp 26-
29, Lr No.36 from Ananda Razu reed. DC. 13th March, 1759 (Partially damaged)
23  Ibid.
24  On close examination of the amended treaty as shown above, it may be understood
that the Rajah was prepared to share the revenues of the country to the Nizam South-West of the